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Irish cross-border catchmentFreshwater occurrences of the selective acid herbicide 2-methyl-4-chloro-phenoxyacetic acid (MCPA) are an on-
going regulatory and financial issue for water utility industries as the number and magnitude of detections in-
crease, particularly in surface water catchments. Assessments for mitigating pesticide pollution in catchments
used as drinkingwater sources require a combination of catchment-based andwater treatment solutions, but ap-
proaches are limited by a lack of empirical data. In this study, an enhanced spatial (11 locations) and temporal (7-
hourly to daily sampling) monitoring approach was employed to address these issues in an exemplar surface
water source catchment (384 km2). The spatial sampling revealed that MCPAwaswidespread, with occurrences
above the 0.1 μg L−1 threshold for a single pesticide being highly positively correlated to sub-catchments with
higher proportions of ‘Improved Grassland’ land use (r = 0.84). These data provide a strong foundation for
targeting catchment-based mitigation solutions and also add to the debate on the ecosystems services provided
by such catchments. Additionally, of the 999 temporal samples taken over 12months from the catchment outlet,
25%were above the drinkingwater threshold of 0.1 μg L−1. This prevalence of high concentrations presents costly
problems for source water treatment. Using these data, abstraction shutdowns were simulated for five scenarios
usinghydrometeorological data to explore thepotential to avoid intake of highMCPAconcentrations. The scenar-
ios stopped abstraction for 4.2–9.3% of the April–October period and reduced intake of water containing over
0.1 μg L−1 of MCPA by 16–31%. This represents an important development for real-time proxy assessments for
water abstraction in the absence of more direct pesticide monitoring data.
© 2020 The Authors. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).orton).
. This is an open access article under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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In Europe, 37% of all drinking water is sourced from surface waters
(Völker and Borchardt, 2019) such as rivers, lakes and impounding res-
ervoirs, with proportions varying among countries depending upon ge-
ology, climate and legacy practices. In countries such as Ireland, Greece,
the UK and Bulgaria, this proportion is much higher, accounting for
>65% of source allocation (EPA, 2017a; European Topic Centre, 2016a,
2016b, 2016c, 2016d), while in Northern Ireland 99.9% of the public
supply is sourced from surface water (NI Water, 2018). Treatment of
public drinking water varies between source water supplies. Whilst
groundwater generally only tends to require disinfection prior to distri-
bution, surfacewaters lack the natural filtration provided by the soil and
bedrock and, consequently, complex and costly additional treatment is
often required before use (Völker and Borchardt, 2019).
Across Europe, pesticides and nitrate have been identified among
the main chemical contaminant issues for drinking water supplies,
with these problems mostly attributed to agriculture (Glavan et al.,
2019). In the European Union (EU) for example, agricultural land ac-
counts for nearly 50% of the land area (Stoate et al., 2009), to which pes-
ticides and chemical fertilisers are routinely applied. The EU Drinking
Water Directive (DWD) stipulates that themaximumallowable concen-
tration of a single pesticide in treated drinking water is 0.1 μg L−1 and
the limit for the sum of all pesticides is 0.5 μg L−1 (Council of the
European Commission, 1998).
Herbicide applications greatly outweigh those of fungicides or insec-
ticides in many countries (Schreiner et al., 2016) and either target a
broad spectrum of plant weed species or selectively target specific
plants, or plant groups, in tilled or grassland settings. The selective
acid herbicide, 2-methyl-4-chlorophenoxyacetic acid (MCPA) is widely
used, and applied by broadcast spraying to reduce weeds (Loos et al.,
2017; Schreiner et al., 2016; Spycher et al., 2018). This can – despite
statutory buffer zones – result in the herbicide directly entering water-
courses via spray drift (Kreuger, 1998). However, whilst MCPA has been
found in watercourses in countries where it is often used on arable
crops (e.g. Kreuger, 1998), it is of greater concern for drinking water
in countries where it is primarily used on grassland to reduce the
cover of soft rush (Juncus effusus) and docks (Rumex spp.) (EPA,
2017b; Lavery et al., 2018). This is because soils supporting such
weeds are often prone to saturation and the majority of MCPA applied
is highly soluble (i.e. the salt forms of MCPA), and thus mobile (Bailey
et al., 2017; Hornsby et al., 1996), making it very susceptible to loss
from soil surfaces through leaching and fast runoff after rainfall. Whilst
ester forms of MCPA can be used in commercial applications and are
only poorly soluble, they tend to rapidly hydrolyse in soil (Hornsby
et al., 1996; Paszko et al., 2016), thus becoming mobile in water.
MCPA has a reported soil photolysis degradation half-life (DT50) of
between 9 and 67 days (European Union, 2005; US EPA, 2004), a soil
water DT50 of between 7 and 60 days (Hornsby et al., 1996) and a
DT50 of fewer than seven days in groundwater (Mackay et al., 2006).
This suggests that high MCPA concentrations should rapidly diminish
and consequently have little effect on biological organisms present in
watercourses. However, research data has brought the accuracy of deg-
radation estimates in natural catchment settings into question. For ex-
ample, a national campaign in Ireland detected MCPA in over 8% of
845 groundwater samples (McManus et al., 2014), indicating transport
and persistence. Similarly, a four year Spanish survey foundMCPA in 7%
of samples from 112 groundwaterwells (Köck-Schulmeyer et al., 2014).
Furthermore, the high solubility and leachability ofMCPA is strongly ev-
ident in surface waters. For example, Loos et al. (2017) detected MCPA
at 93% of the 68 sites surveyed along the length of the Danube, whilst
Spycher et al. (2018) found MCPA in 33% of their samples taken from
five small stream catchments in Switzerland. Across the island of
Ireland, MCPA is considered to be the most problematic pesticide in
source drinking waters both in terms of its distribution and concentra-
tion levels (Morton et al., 2019).2
Knowledge of the transport pathways and persistency of MCPA is
still limited, which is partly attributed to a paucity of data, both spatial
and temporal (Morton et al., 2019). This has consequences for under-
standing pressures on aquatic biology and also the efficacy of source
water treatment. Furthermore, in order for agricultural mitigationmea-
sures to be targeted correctly and cost-effectively, knowledge of the var-
iability in MCPA concentrations across catchments is a necessity.
Regulatory frameworks, such as the DWD, allow for the definition of
monitoring frequencies specific to each country but the maximum res-
olution available for regulatory checks is unlikely to exceed weekly in
many countries. For example, in Northern Ireland, the minimum fre-
quency for checks on treated drinking water is eight times per year for
abstractions up to 50 ML day−1 (Statutory Rules of Northern Ireland
No. 212; DAERA, 2017). There is only a requirement to monitor
pesticides in abstracted water prior to treatment if a catchment risk as-
sessment determines their use in the catchment. The monitoring fre-
quency is then determined based on the level of risk identified:
Northern Ireland Water samples every 4–10 days in high-risk areas
(Northern Ireland Water, pers. comm.). However, high concentration
pulses of pesticides in rivers can pass within days or even hours
(Spycher et al., 2018).
Pesticide concentrations can be reduced in sourcewater abstractions
at water treatment works (WTWs) using, for example, ozonation or
granulated activated carbon (GAC) filters, which also remove taste-
and odour-causing compounds and organic materials (Ridal et al.,
2001), at a cost to water utilities. However, these filters tend not to re-
move all the pesticide present and have finite capacity before effective-
ness is reduced and regeneration is necessary. Whilst some parameters,
such as ammonia or oil, are continuously monitored and trigger an ab-
straction shutdown once concentrations exceed a WTW-defined
threshold (Northern IrelandWater, pers. comm.), pesticides cannot cur-
rently be monitored in real-time, thus very high concentrations may
cause statutory drinking water limits to be exceeded even with the
use of GAC filters or other contaminant removing processes.
Optimising treatment of surface source water to reduce treatment
costs requires a two-part risk assessment approach. Firstly, there is a
need to reduce the magnitude and frequency of pollution transfer
events from land towater in source catchments. This requires an under-
standing of where the contaminants are originating from, enabling
catchment-based solutions to be targeted. Secondly, there is a need to
optimise treatment at WTWs. This requires a detailed understanding
of when the issues are most problematic. In the case of pesticides,
optimising treatment is difficult as all water passes through GAC filters
regardless of pesticide concentration. Therefore, this second assessment
may instead include modelling of optimal abstraction times. For highly
mobile pesticides such as MCPA, both spatial and temporal assessment
approaches require a highly empirical evidence base.
Consequently, the aim of this research was to increase understand-
ing of MCPA transfer processes in source water catchments (i.e. a rec-
ommendation from Morton et al., 2019), and develop approaches
using these data to reduce the risk to drinking water supplies. In an ex-
emplar catchment, the objectives were to 1) build an enhanced spatial
dataset to aid in land use mitigation planning and 2) build an enhanced
temporal dataset and apply these data to a proxy real-time risk frame-




The study was undertaken in the River Derg catchment, part of the
cross-border Foyle catchment in the north-west of Ireland (Fig. 1). The
headwaters of the Derg rise in the Republic of Ireland in Lough Mourne
and Lough Derg and flow eastwards into Northern Ireland in two main
tributaries, the River Derg and the Mourne Beg River. The catchment
Fig. 1.Mapof theDerg catchment,with the inset showing its cross-border location on the island of Ireland (grey shaded area). The twomain tributaries, theRiver Derg and theMourneBeg
River, and theirminor tributaries are shownwith spatial sampling locations. Themain town of Castlederg is on the River Derg after the confluence. The drinkingwater abstraction point is
also the catchment outflow and the location of the temporal sampling.
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384 km2 and the connected WTW treats approximately 16 ML day−1
for 30,000 people. This includes the rural population surrounding and
including Castlederg and the town of Strabane.
The catchment is underlain by Dalradian metasediments and later
Silurian-Devonian granites. The regionwas extensively glaciated during
the Quaternary and, from the rolling hills of the uplands (maximum el-
evation 450m), the river enters a broad valley ofmixed land use (eleva-
tion at abstraction point 32 m). Blanket bog covers 25.1% of the
catchment and coniferous forestry plantations underlain by peat cover
22.2% of the catchment, both mainly in the western upland areas.
Sand, silt and alluvium outline the river channels, and brown earths
(cambisol) and brown podzolic (umbrisol) soils dominate the valley
floors. In the lower eastern parts of the catchments, extensive grassland
gives way to more intensive agriculture, dominated by permanent
pastures and silage meadows. Arable land use accounts for just 0.2% of
land cover and this is almost all on the floodplain in the most easterly
part of the catchment. MCPA use is seasonal, with spraying permitted
between March and September. Where rushes are predominantly the
target species, spraying generally peaks in the April to June period
each year (Hygeia Chemicals Ltd, 2017, Nufarm UK Limited, 2011,
2016), although timings depend onweather (growing) and soil (traffic-
ability) conditions.
2.2. Spatial sampling and land use assessment
Spatial sampling was carried out on a weekly basis at 11 locations
through the Derg catchment (LM and D1-D10; Fig. 1) between 27th
March 2018 and 26th June 2018 (excluding 3rd April 2018). This period3
of spring and early summerwas targeted for spatial sampling due to the
majority of MCPA application usually occurring at this time of year and
because MCPA concentrations within the Derg catchment have histori-
cally been higher during these months (Northern Ireland Water, pers.
comm.). The majority of sampling locations were along the two main
catchment tributaries (LM, D1-D3 and D5-D8), or at the end of a
minor tributary, just before it joined the River Derg (D4 and D9), in
order to pinpointwhich tributaries had highMCPA occurrence. Samples
were taken from the rivers in 750 mL HDPE bottles attached to
TeleScoop Sample Dippas (bottle-holders on extendable poles; Bürkle
GmbH, Bad Bellingen, Germany) and decanted into 1 L amber glass
bottles.
The total agricultural area was determined for the full sub-catchment
area upstreamof each spatial samplingmonitoring location using agricul-
tural field maps (polygon shapefiles) that included all land with defined
field boundaries and thus excluding any commonage holdings. Land use
types within those fields were identified from aerial imagery (OSNI,
2020) and classified as Improved Grassland (fertilised productive pasture
and meadow), Extensive Grassland (low input pasture where rush
growth is common), Rough Grazing (poor quality pasture used primarily
for sheep and boggy ground with dense rush or scrub cover) and Arable.
Data were collated and archived in a GIS database.
2.3. Temporal sampling
An ISCO 6712FR refrigerated autosampler (Teledyne ISCO, Lincoln,
NE), with a 24-bottle configuration of 1 L polypropylene bottles, was
installed at the DergWTWabstraction point. It was necessary to use poly-
propylene instead of glass bottles to ensure a full 24-bottle configuration
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taken prior to the sampling campaign (Supplementary Material – Stor-
age). The autosampler was mostly programmed to draw water up from
the river once every 7 hours, following the 24/7 “Plynlimon” approach
(Halliday et al., 2012) evaluated by Jordan and Cassidy (2011). While
this approach was originally assessed for phosphorus (P) transfers from
land to water, it was chosen because MCPA was assumed to exhibit sim-
ilar dynamics to P (based on details in Ulén et al., 2014). This is because
both are surface sourced, highly mobile and primarily lost in surface and
near-surfaceflowpathways during stormevents in these landscapes, par-
ticularly as incidental losses following application. Sampling covered the
period 27th April 2018 to 30th April 2019 in order to obtain a full year
of concentrations. Between 11th December 2018 and 12th March 2019,
sampling was reduced to once per day at 14:00 GMT due to the expecta-
tion that little MCPA would be detected during this period as land appli-
cations had ceased. Three small gaps in sampling occurred throughout
the year due to power failures, all during the 24/7 sampling (record 96%
complete). The longest gap was 6.5 days.
2.4. Water sample analysis
All samples were refrigerated within 8 hours of collection from the
autosampler (temporal samples) or rivers (spatial samples). Samples
were analysed within 3 days of receipt, with storage tests demonstrat-
ing good recovery in MCPA concentrations during this storage period
(Supplementary Material – Storage). Samples were extracted and con-
centrated (Gervais et al., 2008) then analysed by LC-MS/MS (Supple-
mentary Material – Analysis). This method of analysis measures MCPA
as multiple reaction monitoring transitions from the [M-H]− of MCPA.
As MCPA esters hydrolyse in soil to salt or free acid forms (Hornsby
et al., 1996) and both MCPA salts and the free acid dissociate in water
to form anions of the parent acid (Muszyński et al., 2020), the analysis
using negative electrospray ionisation detection captures the majority
of MCPA present within the samples. Additionally, although soil pH
can affect the speed at which phenoxy acid esters hydrolyse (Waite
et al., 2002), 99% of the MCPA applied in Northern Ireland in 2017/18
was in salt form (Lavery et al., 2018; Lavery et al., 2019), meaning that
most of the applied MCPA would have dissolved in the water and thus
dissociated to anions.
The limit of detection (LOD) for MCPA was estimated from the cali-
bration curve as<0.0005 μg L−1. Values below the LOD are included and
presented here as half the LOD value, following the recommendation by
Helsel (2006) for large datasets.
2.5. Hydrometeorology
River discharge datawere obtained from the only long-term gauging
station within the Derg catchment, situated at Castlederg (54°42′19.6″
N 7°35′21.8″ W) and covering 335.4 km2 of the catchment (NRFA,
2018). River levels were recorded once every 15minutes and converted
to discharge using established rating curves from DfI Rivers (Depart-
ment for Infrastructure, Northern Ireland, pers. comm.). Long term dis-
charge as well as study period data were used. Soil moisture deficit
(SMD) estimates were obtained for the closest synoptic weather station
at Malin Head, Co. Donegal (55°22′20″N 7°20’20″ W – 75 km from
Castlederg) and calculated for well-, moderately- and poorly-drained
classifications following Schulte et al. (2005). The SMDmodel uses com-
binations of rainfall and weather parameters used for evapotranspira-
tion estimates in a cumulative daily calculation. SMD predictions for
the moderately-drained soil class were used in the analysis.
2.6. Data analysis
Descriptive statistics were calculated for spatial and temporal sam-
ples in Microsoft Excel. Further analyses were undertaken in R (R Core
Team, 2020). Pearson correlation coefficients were calculated for spatial4
sampling concentrations relative to agricultural land use using the
“stats” package (version 3.5.3). Prior to analysis, the existence of linear
relationships was visually inspected using bivariate scatterplots, and
normality of the dependent variables was determined using the
Shapiro–Wilks test.
Rates of change in river discharge (dQ/dt) were calculated in R and
included in a critical period analysis, which examined the potential of
using real-time hydrometric observations to trigger abstraction shut-
downs and minimise periods when high MCPA concentrations pass
through the WTW. The period for simulated shutdowns was restricted
to 1st April–31st October, when peak in-stream MCPA concentrations
were observed. The 7-hourly concentrations measured at the Derg
WTWabstraction pointwere linearly interpolated to hourly timestamps
and paired with average hourly discharge as water utilities are most
likely to operate and evaluate abstraction shutdowns at an hourly
resolution.
Five scenarios were simulated, using combinations of soil moisture
(trafficability and growth) and rising discharge (surface and near-
surface flow pathways) as conditions to trigger shutdowns. Abstraction
shutdown periods of 8-hour and 12-hour durations were modelled by
treating these periods as non-abstractions (i.e. removing the concentra-
tions for these periods from the dataset). The 8-hour periods were cho-
sen as very few MCPA peaks lasted fewer than 8 hours, and 12-hour
durations were chosen as this is usually the maximum shutdown the
Derg WTW can handle for ammonia avoidance. The scenarios were:
(1) Discharge rising (+dQ/dt) and above 9.3 m3 s−1 (median dis-
charge over 3 years),
(2) Discharge rising (+dQ/dt) at a rate exceeding 0.8 m3 s−1 h−1
(rapid increase in discharge),
(3) Discharge rising (+dQ/dt) and above 2.0m3 s−1 (90th percentile
discharge over 3 years) where the five-day antecedent SMDwas
above 5.0 mm (dry ground conditions for moderately-drained
soils),
(4) Conditions (a) where river discharges were rising (+dQ/dt) and
above 9.3 m3 s−1 (median discharge over 3 years) or (b) where
discharge exceeded 2.0 m3 s−1 and the five day antecedent
SMD was above 20 mm (very dry ground conditions)
(5) Discharge rising (+dQ/dt) at a rate exceeding 0.8 m3 s−1 h−1
(rapid increase in discharge) and 24 hour antecedent discharge
was less than 21.1 m3 s−1 (excluding highest 20% of discharges,
which dilute concentrations) where both conditions were met
for 3 hours or more.
In all cases, the simulated abstraction shutdown was started in the
first hour after the conditions for that scenario ceased to be met as
peak MCPA concentrations tended to occur after the discharge peak
was reached. The scenarios were assessed on their ability to reduce
overall MCPA concentration intake and to avoid intake of concentra-
tions above 0.1 μg L−1 (the DWD limit for a single pesticide in drinking
water), 0.5 μg L−1 (the DWD limit for total pesticides in drinkingwater)
and 0.9 μg L−1 (a concentration overwhich treatment could not reason-
ably reduce concentrations to less than 0.1 μg L−1 assuming a best-case
scenario treatment performance removing 80–95% of MCPA). The prac-
ticalities associated with these scenarios were evaluated.
3. Results
3.1. Spatial water quality and land use assessment
A total of 143 samples were analysed from the spatial sampling in the
Derg catchment, 13 from each location. Median MCPA concentrations at
all spatial locations were below the drinking water limit of 0.1 μg L−1,
with the highest median concentrations observed at D6 and D8, both on
the Mourne Beg River (Table 1). However, across all sampling locations,
26 samples (18.2%) contained more than 0.1 μg L−1 of MCPA and seven
P.A. Morton, R. Cassidy, S. Floyd et al. Science of the Total Environment 755 (2021) 142827(4.9%) contained over 0.5 μg L−1 of MCPA, indicating that the quantity of
this herbicide alone could exceed the maximum regulatory threshold for
the sumof all pesticides. The highestMCPA concentration detected at any
location was 8.97 μg L−1, which was on 5th June 2018 at D9 (Fig. 2), a
small tributary that entered the main river at the confluence of the
River Derg and Mourne Beg River. D10, situated on the main River Derg
just upstream of the temporal monitoring location (and abstraction
point), had themost samples above 0.1 μg L−1 and the number of samples
exceeding 0.1 μg L−1 increased with distance from the headwaters
(Table 1).
The collation of land use types in each sub-catchment are summarised
in Table 1 and show an increase in proportions of agricultural land and
Improved Grassland from the headwaters to the abstraction point. Strong
linear relationships between the median concentrations and sub-
catchment land use characteristics were revealed. MedianMCPA concen-
trations were positively correlated to the percentage of agricultural land
upstream of each sampling point (r = 0.71, p < 0.02), irrespective of
land use. When agricultural land use was categorised, the percentage
that was Improved Grassland (0–54.97% of agricultural land) in a sub-
catchment was a significant predictor of themedianMCPA concentration
(r = 0.86, p < 0.001). There was also a strong negative correlation be-
tweenmedianMCPA concentrations and percentage area of Rough Graz-
ing (r=−0.85, p < 0.001). Extensive Grazing and Arable were positively
correlated but not significantly (r = 0.42 and r = 0.29; p > 0.1 and
p> 0.3, respectively). At least four samples from each location contained
MCPA above the LOD (0.0005 μg L−1), demonstrating thewidespread na-
ture of MCPA presence throughout the catchment.
3.2. River discharge and SMD
Long-term mean river discharge (1975–2018) recorded at
Castlederg hydrometric station was 14.52 m3 s−1, with 5th and 95th
percentile discharges of 49.71 m3 s−1 and 0.98 m3 s−1, respectively,
and a base flow index of 0.32 (NRFA, 2018). Over the year of temporal
sampling (2018–19), the mean discharge was 13.60 m3 s−1, and the
5th and 95th percentile discharges were 48.19 m3 s−1 and
1.08m3 s−1, respectively. The 2018 annual rainfall of 1100mmwas sim-
ilar to the annual long-term average (LTA) rainfall of 1076 mm at the
Malin Head synoptic station (1981–2010). However, rainfall during
May, June and July was lower in 2018 (41.5 mm, 51.1 mm and
60.3 mm, respectively) compared to the LTA (56.9 mm, 69.1 mm and
76.8 mm) (Met Éireann, 2020). Similarly, mean summer temperatures
were higher than average (11.7 °C, 13.5 °C and 14.9 °C, respectively,
for May, June and July, relative to the LTA of 10.5 °C, 12.7 °C and
14.5 °C) and ground conditions were drier – SMD for moderately
drained soils was 28 mm (range: 12–44 mm) in May–August 2018,
compared to 11 mm (range:−1–21 mm) in May–August 2019.
3.3. Temporal monitoring and abstraction shutdown scenarios
In total, 999 samples from the Derg catchment were analysed for
MCPA during the temporal monitoring period. In contrast to the spatial
data, MCPA was detected in all samples, with concentrations spanning
three orders of magnitude. The highest MCPA concentration was
4.33 μg L−1, whilst the lowest was 0.0019 μg L−1, nearly four times
higher than the LOD. Whilst the median MCPA concentration over the
full year of sampling was 0.034 μg L−1, the mean was 0.151 μg L−1.
The majority of high MCPA concentrations occurred in May, June and
September 2018, although concentrations over 0.1 μg L−1 occurred fre-
quently throughout spring, summer and autumn (Fig. 3). Between 30th
November 2018 and 3rd April 2019, all measured concentrations were
below 0.1 μg L−1, with the median concentration for this period being
0.0085 μg L−1 (mean was 0.014 μg L−1). However, in the first week of
March 2019, MCPA concentrations reached 0.096 μg L−1 (Fig. 3). Over-
all, MCPA exceeded 0.1 μg L−1 in 25.1% of the samples analysed (Fig. 3).
Whilst the majority of those samples contained between 0.1 μg L−1 and5
0.5 μg L−1 of MCPA, there were 65 (6.5%) samples containingmore than
0.5 μg L−1 of MCPA, with 13 (1.3%) containing over 2 μg L−1 of MCPA.
Considering only the period when MCPA can be applied (March to Sep-
tember), 34.3% of the samples exceeded 0.1 μg L−1, with all samples ex-
ceeding 0.5 μg L−1 falling within this period. MCPA concentrations
exceeded 0.1 μg L−1 in 34.7% of the samples during the period used
for the simulated abstraction shutdowns.
For the majority of the time, increases in river discharge
corresponded to increases in MCPA concentrations (Fig. 3), with the
peaks in river discharge often occurring before the peaks in herbicide
concentrations. Seventy-seven percent of MCPA concentrations over
0.1 μg L−1 occurred during the falling limb of the hydrograph, although
this may have been an artefact of rapidly increasing concentrations oc-
curring between the 7-hourly sampling occasions thatwere unsampled.
However, the magnitude of the increase in river discharge did not nec-
essarily match the magnitude of the increase in MCPA, with some rela-
tively small discharge increases triggering high concentrations of
pesticide. Probably themost notable of thesewas the eight-fold increase
(0.79 to 6.29 m3 s−1) in discharge on 20th July 2018, which led to a
thirty-fold increase in MCPA in a 14 hour period (Fig. 3). Longer dura-
tions between rainfall events, which would cause SMD to rise, appear
to influence the size of the pesticide peak more than the quantity of
rainfall (mm) associated with an individual event. However, there
were some very high MCPA concentrations that were recorded during
periods when the river discharge remained constant or was decreasing,
indicating that not all herbicide loss was caused by rainfall-generated
runoff.
The simulated abstraction shutdown modelling resulted in a range
of outcomes, both for total length of shutdown and time when water
containing high MCPA concentrations was abstracted. Whilst the simu-
lated 12-hour shutdowns all performed better at MCPA reduction than
the 8-hour shutdowns of the same scenario, as expected, the 8-hour
shutdown for Scenario 3 outperformed the 12-hour for Scenario 5 in
terms of reducing intake of the highest MCPA concentrations and the
8-hour shutdown for Scenario 4 outperformed the 12-hour shutdown
for both Scenario 2 and 5 (Table 2).
The reduction in annual mean MCPA concentration ranged from
9.8% (8-hour shutdowns Scenario 5) to 24.4% (12-hour shutdowns Sce-
nario 4) (Table 2). Scenario 4 also had the greatest reduction in the
number of hours MCPA concentrations exceeded 0.1 μg L−1, 0.5 μg L−1
and 0.9 μg L−1 (31.1%, 40.2% and 41.3%, respectively) but this required
the intake to be shut down for 9.3% of the year (Table 2). Additionally,
the length of the longest shutdown was 36 hours. Scenario 5 (for both
lengths of shutdown) produced the smallest reduction in both annual
average MCPA concentration and intake of concentrations above
0.1 μg L−1 and 0.5 μg L−1 (Table 2). However, the number of hours
that intake concentrations exceeded 0.9 μg L−1 was the same as for Sce-
nario 1 when comparing the 8-hour shutdowns and lower than Sce-
nario 1 and only 3 hours more than Scenario 2 when comparing the
12-hour shutdowns (Table 2), suggesting a more targeted approach.
Moreover, Scenario 5 was the only scenario in which none of the shut-
downs overlapped (hence producing maximum shutdowns of just 8
and 12 hours, respectively), had the fewest shutdown triggers, the
shortest total length of shutdowns and the fewest unnecessary shut-
down events (i.e. when none of the excluded concentrations exceeded
0.1 μg L−1).
4. Discussion
Around the world, MCPA has been detected in rivers, lakes and
groundwater (Bach and Frede, 2012; Birch et al., 2015; Environment
Canada, 2011; Köck-Schulmeyer et al., 2014; Kreuger, 1998; Lindahl
et al., 2005; Loos et al., 2017; Lundbergh et al., 1995; McManus et al.,
2017; Palma et al., 2014; Rawn et al., 1999; Rippy et al., 2017;
Schreiner et al., 2016). However, the maximum sampling frequency
did not exceed daily in any of these studies (although Lindahl et al.
Table 1
The number of samples (out of 13) containingmore than 0.1 μg L−1 of MCPA and themedianMCPA concentration for each location in the spatial sampling program as shown in Fig. 1. The


















LM 0 0.0010 2.91 0 0 100 0
D1 0 0.0003 1.95 0 0 100 0
D2 0 0.0003 10.57 0.79 0.23 98.98 0
D3 1 0.0106 10.07 7.43 0 92.57 0
D4 3 0.0099 42.64 16.96 0.92 82.12 0
D5 3 0.0410 32.15 30.01 0.90 69.03 0.06
D6 3 0.0568 31.25 29.10 0.09 70.82 0
D7 3 0.0352 36.62 39.70 1.47 58.78 0.05
D8 4 0.0560 36.30 34.41 0.11 65.48 0
D9 4 0.0507 78.84 54.97 6.27 38.76 0
D10 5 0.0426 47.57 51.08 2.06 46.65 0.21
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and bi-weekly samples) and the majority did not sample regularly, if at
all, over winter. There are no published studies that combine the spatial
distribution of MCPA throughout a catchment with high resolution
MCPA monitoring. This makes the data presented in this study novel
in contaminant monitoring of surface waters. It demonstrates the
scale of the problem of MCPA contamination to watercourses in that,
whilst high concentrations can be very transient, they can also be
much higher than the drinking water limits – and, indeed, than the en-
vironmental quality standards based on annual average MCPA concen-
trations for some EU countries (range: 0.01–1.6 μg L−1; European
Communities, 2012) – and that MCPA contamination exists year-
round. The spatio-temporal framework used here is equally valid for
other contaminants where pollution patterns are dependent on catch-
ment land use and hydrological processes. As methods of pollutant
quantification improve, especially the ability tomonitor at a higher tem-
poral resolution, contaminant risk assessment and, ultimately, pollution
mitigation are both likely to be more effective (Rode et al., 2016).
The insights provided by the spatial sampling campaign demon-
strate the prevalence of MCPA throughout a typical Irish surface water
source catchment, with low concentrations even observed in aFig. 2.MCPA concentrations at each spatial sampling location for eachof the 13 sampling occasio
a dashed line and the LOD is shown as a solid line (points below this line were determine
concentrations are shown on a log scale.
6
headwater sub-catchment (D1) containing no Improved Grassland
and having only 1.9% agricultural land (Fig. 2; Table 1). Rainfall data
did indicate that May–July 2018 was drier than average, and so some
careful consideration of spatial MCPA concentrations may be required.
For example, as rushes tend to proliferate in damp soils, and dry periods
provide an opportunity for farmers to access normally non-trafficable
areaswith sprayingmachinery, the drierweathermay have encouraged
MCPA applications. Conversely, the lower rainfall and higher tempera-
tures may have reduced losses through fewer storm runoff events.
This will need an analysis of longer term data to examine interannual
variability from this and other surface water source catchments.
Nevertheless, the significant positive correlation between higher
concentrations of MCPA and the proportion of Improved Grassland pro-
vides a strong evidence base for spatially optimising catchment-based
mitigation solutions. These solutions may include farmer led initiatives,
such as alternative rush treatments (e.g. Backshall et al., 2001), or policy
led initiatives, such as valuing the wider functions that wetter land (i.e.
prone to rush growth) can provide to society (Bateman and Balmford,
2018). Implicating Improved Grassland with higher MCPA occurrences
using these discrete spatial data will, however, require further valida-
tion using a higher-frequency temporal monitoring approach in riverns (as shown in Fig. 1). The drinkingwater limit for treatedwater is shown for reference as
d as below LOD and have been included as half LOD concentrations). Note that MCPA
Fig. 3. Concentration of MCPA in the River Derg at the catchment outlet and abstraction point, the River Derg discharge 7 km upstream of the monitoring point at Castlederg, and Malin
Head daily rainfall between 27/04/18 and 30/04/19. The single pesticide drinking water limit for treated water is shown for reference as a dashed line. Note that the pesticide concentra-
tions are shown on a log scale on the left y-axis.
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tial concentration data are fully reflective ofMCPA loss linked to specific
land uses and not a legacy of specific pathways (as the importance of
these may change during different hydrological conditions).
Elsewhere, spatial sampling of a Sydney estuary catchment by Birch
et al. (2015) detected MCPA at 23 of their 30 sites. The pattern of their
detections was the opposite to that in the Derg catchment in that the
highest concentrations of MCPA occurred in the upper reaches of the
Sydney estuary catchment (Birch et al., 2015). Although Birch et al.
(2015) linked the distribution of another pesticide in their study to
numbers of parks and golf courses, these were more prevalent in the
lower catchment: they suggested that MCPA in the upper catchment
was due to reduced flushing times further up the catchment. Loos
et al. (2017) found that MCPA concentrations varied by more than an
order of magnitude across parts of the Danube River catchment (71
samples) but did not comment on any association with land use nor re-
peat samples throughout the season.
The method of temporal sampling used here was based on a princi-
ple that a higher-resolution approach, especially for highly mobile con-
taminants, provides clearer insights of pollution patterns and enablesTable 2
Results of the simulations for 8-hour and 12-hour shutdowns for five scenarios. Scenario co
dt >0.8 m3 s−1 h−1, (3) positive dQ/dt, discharge >2.0 m3 s−1 and five day antecedent SMD
and five day antecedent SMD>20mm, and (5) dQ/dt >0.8m3 s−1 h−1 and 24 hour antecedent
of unnecessary shutdown events is where none of the excluded concentrations exceeded 0.1 μg







No. shutdown triggers 54 54 46
No. unnecessary shutdown events 12 10 5






Length of longest shutdown (hours) 12 25 18

























better analysis potential to understand pollution transfer processes.
This utility is reviewed, for example, by Rode et al. (2016) and demon-
strated, for example, by Bowes et al. (2015) and Cassidy et al. (2018) for
nutrient pollution. However, there are passive sampling methods that
can capture the range of hydrological conditions in a single time-
weighted pollution concentration over a deployment period and these
have been applied to MCPA detection in a large river catchment
(Townsend et al., 2018). Nevertheless, the discrete approach used in
this study provides new insights and also enables scenario testing that
could not be achieved with passive sampling approaches, due to the
highly transient nature of the MCPA peaks.
One important feature of the temporal MCPA data from the Derg
catchment was that concentrations never fell below the LOD, even dur-
ing the winter months (Fig. 3) when spraying was highly unlikely to
occur. The frequent and sometimes heavy rainfall in the Derg was ex-
pected to promote dilution and flushing of MCPA from the catchment
system, resulting in concentrations rapidly falling below the LOD during
the winter months. The fact that this did not occur suggests that further
investigation is required into the conditions under which MCPA is
stored and degrades in this type of environment. Indeed, the majoritynditions were: (1) positive dQ/dt (rising discharge) and discharge >9.3 m3 s−1, (2) dQ/
>5.0 mm, (4) either positive dQ/dt and discharge >9.3 m3 s−1 or discharge >2.0 m3 s−1
discharge<21.1m3 s−1 where both conditionsweremet for 3 hours ormore. The number















46 64 64 76 76 31 31








































































P.A. Morton, R. Cassidy, S. Floyd et al. Science of the Total Environment 755 (2021) 142827of studies on the degradation and persistence of MCPA have been con-
ducted in soils with low organic matter content (see Morton et al.
(2019) and Paszko et al. (2016) for reviews on the topic), whereas
soils in the Derg catchment are mainly highly organic and prone to
waterlogging. Higher organic carbon contents have been shown to in-
crease the retention ofMCPA in the soil by increasing its sorption poten-
tial (Hiller et al., 2012). In addition, waterlogging decreases the amount
of oxygen available to pesticide-degrading microbes (Vink and van der
Zee, 1997) and may also reduce the mobility of MCPA by increasing its
sorption (López-Piñeiro et al., 2019). Therefore, in the scenarios when
these conditions are combined, there is likely to be an increased degra-
dation time of MCPA (López-Piñeiro et al., 2019) and, in addition to im-
mediate incidental losses, a secondary slower passage to watercourses,
hence it can be detectable beyond published degradation times.
While this persistence has implications beyondwater treatment and
may have hitherto not been investigated, the highMCPA concentrations
and high proportion of concentrations over 0.1 μg L−1 are particularly
noteworthy. Whilst MCPA concentrations greater than 4.33 μg L−1
have been found in Irish rivers (EPA, 2017b), the extent of the problem
was not previously evident. The 25% of temporal samples above the EU
drinkingwater limit represents a significant challenge to drinkingwater
utilities abstracting from the River Derg and similar surface water
source catchments. Although the World Health Organisation recom-
mends a maximum value for MCPA in drinking water twenty times
that of current DWD thresholds (WHO, 2017), little is known about
the toxicological effects of MCPA to humans long-term, nor to aquatic
organisms. Additionally, almost nothing is known about the interaction
of MCPA with other compounds and the toxicological effects of this –
this may be particularly problematic as MCPA is often sold in a mixture
with other herbicides (for a review of MCPA (eco)toxicity, see Morton
et al., 2019). These considerations and pesticide thresholds are likely
to receive further focus in UK source water catchments as the UK re-
views EU Directives post-Brexit and this will be particularly challenging
on the newEU frontier in Northern Ireland if new thresholds are consid-
ered (Hendry, 2018). Considering that data in this study implicate Im-
proved Grassland in greater losses of MCPA (notwithstanding the
need for further temporal data assessments), a revaluing of this land
use function in source water catchments post-Brexit could include a
sustainability debate on what society can gain from optimising food
production. In this regard, conversations should include what other
functions wetter soils and landscapes can provide for society such as
water purification and regulation, carbon sequestration and biodiversity
(e.g. Schulte et al., 2019). Here, at least, Rough Grazing could be a more
optimum fit.
4.1. Critical periods of concern for drinking water utilities
The simulated shutdowns, tested here, demonstrate that relatively
simple use of discharge and modelled SMD conditions can identify pe-
riods when abstractions could be shut down to avoid intake of some
of the high concentrations of MCPA. However, the choice of a method
to avoid highMCPA concentrationswould depend on individual consid-
erations for eachWTW and every scenario represents trade-offs for the
water utility. For example, to minimise intake of high MCPA concentra-
tions, the 12-hour shutdowns under Scenario 4would be thebest choice
(Table 2). This would only be possible for a WTW with a minimum
treated water storage capacity of three days (to account for the longest
shutdowns of 36 hours, which were sometimes followed by another
shutdown within a day) and the ability to abstract and treat surface
water rapidly between shutdowns. Alternatively, another water source
would have to be substituted, either from a different river or using
groundwater abstractions, for example, to temporarily bridge the shut-
down periods. For WTWs with limited treated water storage capacity, a
scenario that minimised the length of each individual shutdown whilst
providingmore targeted shutdowns to avoid the highestMCPA concen-
trations, such as Scenario 5, may prove more beneficial.8
These abstraction shutdown scenarios represent an important proxy
for ‘now-casting’ pollutants of concern where there is no current
method for real-time data monitoring. Here, the shutdown scenarios
to minimise MCPA treatment use a limited number of hydrometeoro-
logical variables and provide an early warning system as the rates of
river discharge change are situated several kilometres upstream from
the abstraction point. Further data which include interannual variation
of MCPA concentrations, are likely to yield more conclusive relation-
ships with river discharge, SMD and perhaps rainfall, and allow for
fine-tuning of conditions to enable greater reduction of MCPA intake
without negatively impacting the supply of drinking water. Deliberate
or accidental losses, unrelated to hydrological drivers, will continue to
require stakeholder engagement and education, to improve pesticide
handling and eliminate cases of poor disposal and spillages within
drinking water catchments.
5. Conclusions
The herbicide MCPA is highly mobile following application on agri-
cultural land and is susceptible to losses in rainfall-runoff events.
Assessing the magnitude of these incidental losses required an en-
hanced sampling approach, which was undertaken here on a spatial
and temporal scale to help inform mitigation strategies for catchment-
based and water treatment solutions. This research found in an exem-
plar 384 km2 surface source water catchment that:
• In enhanced spatial sampling across 11 locations (n = 143), 18% of
samples contained MCPA over the 0.1 μg L−1 (and 5% over the
0.5 μg L−1) threshold. The distribution of MCPA concentrations was
highly positively correlated with Improved Grassland (r = 0.86) and
highly negatively correlated to Rough Grazing (r=−0.85). This indi-
cates that Improved Grassland (up to 55% of sub-catchment agricul-
tural land area) is the main land use contributor to MCPA loss, and
should be targeted for catchment based mitigation solutions. Further
enhanced temporal data will be required to validate this finding.
• At the catchment outlet and sourcewater abstraction point, 25% of the
999 samples from a year-long enhanced (7-hourly to daily) temporal
monitoring programme containedmore than 0.1 μg L−1 ofMCPA (and
6.5% contained more than 0.5 μg L−1). High MCPA concentrations
were mostly related to high river discharges with 77% of all samples
over the 0.1 μg L−1 threshold found on the falling limbs of storm
hydrographs – conditions that could be targeted by water utility in-
dustries. Furthermore, MCPA concentrations never fell below the
limits of detection (0.0005 μg L−1), suggesting persistence in the
soil-water system, and secondary pathways beyond the more imme-
diate incidental rainfall-runoff pathways.
• In the absence of direct real-time pesticide monitoring, scenario test-
ing undertaken using the enhanced temporal data to predict optimum
periods of abstraction shutdown, resulted in potential 12-hour ab-
straction shutdowns covering of 4.2–9.3% of the April–October period
and a potential reduction of 16–31% of MCPA concentrations above
the 0.1 μg L−1 (and 24–40% over the 0.5 μg L−1) threshold. Abstraction
shutdown criteria used seasonal hydrometeorological datasets of
river discharge and SMD, both of which could be measured or ob-
tained in near real-time by water utilities. This approach will require
fine tuning and be catchment specific but, based on this study,
shows potential to benefit drinking water utilities and water quality.
This research demonstrates the benefits of using enhancedmonitor-
ing approaches for highly mobile pollutants such as MCPA in source
water catchments: benefits to society include reduced burdens for
drinking water treatment and supply. However, the results also ques-
tion the sustainability of certain land uses, in particularwhere Improved
Grassland is competing with drinking water supplies since it appears
from data presented here to be the main source of MCPA to water bod-
ies. Identifying ecosystem services, such aswater purification (aswell as
P.A. Morton, R. Cassidy, S. Floyd et al. Science of the Total Environment 755 (2021) 142827water regulation, carbon sequestration and biodiversity) from agricul-
tural land uses (such as Rough Grazing), and balancing these against
optimising food production is a debate that is urgently required in
drinking water source catchments.
CRediT authorship contribution statement
Phoebe A. Morton: Methodology, Formal analysis, Investigation,
Writing - original draft,Writing - review& editing, Visualization.Rachel
Cassidy: Conceptualization,Methodology, Formal analysis,Writing - re-
view&editing, Visualization, Funding acquisition. Stewart Floyd:Meth-
odology, Validation, Writing - review & editing. Donnacha G. Doody:
Conceptualization, Writing - review & editing, Supervision, Funding ac-
quisition. W. Colin McRoberts: Conceptualization, Writing - review &
editing, Supervision, Funding acquisition.Philip Jordan: Conceptualiza-
tion, Methodology, Investigation, Writing - review & editing, Supervi-
sion, Funding acquisition.
Declaration of competing interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influ-
ence the work reported in this paper.
Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank Briege McCarney, Peter Devlin,
Raymond Stewart, Patrick Gallagher, Lisa Stewart and Lyndsey Herron
for all their help with the spatial sampling campaign and further thank
Briege McCarney for retrieving many of the temporal samples from the
Derg catchment. Wewould also like to thank the Northern IrelandWa-
ter staff at the Derg WTW for granting access to the intake compound.
Thanks go to the Department for Infrastructure Northern Ireland and
Northern Ireland Water for supplying hydrometric and WTW-related
information, respectively. Additionally, thanks to the Northern Ireland
Water catchment management staff and to the Northern Ireland Envi-
ronment Agency for information on MCPA use. This work was funded
by the Source to Tap project (project reference IVA5018 – www.
sourcetotap.eu). The Source to Tap project is supported by the
European Union's INTERREG VA Programme, managed by the Special
EU Programmes Body (SEUPB). The views and opinions expressed in
this document do not necessarily reflect those of the European Commis-
sion or the SEUPB.
Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142827.
References
Bach, M., Frede, H.-G., 2012. Trend of herbicide loads in the river Rhine and its tributaries.
Integr. Environ. Assess. Manag. 8 (3), 543–552. https://doi.org/10.1002/ieam.1276.
Backshall, J., Manley, J., Rebane, M., 2001. The Upland Management Handbook. Natural
England, Peterborough, UK.
Bailey, S., Reade, J.P., Burn, A. and Zappala, S. (2017) Agricultural chemicals and the envi-
ronment: issues and potential solutions, pp. 45-93, the Royal Society of Chemistry,
Cambridge.
Bateman, I.J., Balmford, B., 2018. Public funding for public goods: a post-Brexit perspective
on principles for agricultural policy. Land Use Policy 79, 293–300. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.landusepol.2018.08.022.
Birch, G.F., Drage, D.S., Thompson, K., Eaglesham, G., Mueller, J.F., 2015. Emerging contam-
inants (pharmaceuticals, personal care products, a food additive and pesticides) in
waters of Sydney estuary, Australia. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 97 (1), 56–66. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.marpolbul.2015.06.038.
Bowes, M., Jarvie, H., Halliday, S.J., Skeffington, R., Wade, A., Loewenthal, M., Gozzard, E.,
Newman, J., Palmer-Felgate, E., 2015. Characterising phosphorus and nitrate inputs
to a rural river using high-frequency concentration–flow relationships. Sci. Total En-
viron. 511, 608–620. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.12.086.9
Cassidy, R., Jordan, P., Bechmann, M., Kronvang, B., Kyllmar, K., Shore, M., 2018. Assess-
ments of composite and discrete sampling approaches for water quality monitoring.
Water Resour. Manag. 32 (9), 3103–3118. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-018-
1978-5.
Council of the European Commission (1998) Council Directive 98/83/EC of 3 November
1998 on the quality of water intended for human consumption, p. 32.
DAERA, 2017. The Water Supply (Water Quality) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2017.
Ireland, Northern.
Éireann, Met, 2020. Historical Data. Department of Housing, Planning and Local Govern-
ment, Irish Government, Ireland.
Environment Canada, 2011. Presence and Levels of Priority Pesticides in Selected Cana-
dian Aquatic Ecosystems. Government of Canada, Canada.
EPA, 2017a. Drinking Water Report for Public Water Supplies 2016. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, Johnstown Castle, Wexford.
EPA, 2017b. EPA Water Quality in Ireland 2010–2015. Environmental Protection Agency,
Johnstown Castle, Wexford.
European Communities, 2012. European Communities (Sustainable Use of Pesticides)
Regulations 2012. The Stationary Office, Dublin.
European Topic Centre (2016a) Overview of the drinking water quality in Bulgaria. Re-
sults of the reporting 2011–2013 under the Drinking Water Directive 98/83/EC,
European Topic Centre: Inland, coastal and marine waters.
European Topic Centre (2016b) Overview of the drinking water quality in Greece. Results
of the reporting 2011–2013 under the Drinking Water Directive 98/83/EC, European
Topic Centre: Inland, coastal and marine waters.
European Topic Centre (2016c) Overview of the drinking water quality in Ireland. Results
of the reporting 2011–2013 under the Drinking Water Directive 98/83/EC, European
Topic Centre: Inland, coastal and marine waters.
European Topic Centre (2016d) Overview of the drinking water quality in United
Kingdom. Results of the reporting 2011–2013 under the Drinking Water Directive
98/83/EC, European Topic Centre: Inland, coastal and marine waters.
European Union, 2005. EU Pesticides Database. European Commission.
Gervais, G., Brosillon, S., Laplanche, A., Helen, C., 2008. Ultra-pressure liquid
chromatography–electrospray tandem mass spectrometry for multiresidue determi-
nation of pesticides in water. J. Chromatogr. A 1202 (2), 163–172. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.chroma.2008.07.006.
Glavan, M., Železnikar, Š., Velthof, G., Boekhold, S., Langaas, S., Pintar, M., 2019. How to en-
hance the role of science in European Union policy making and implementation: the
case of agricultural impacts on drinking water quality. Water 11 (3), 492. https://doi.
org/10.3390/w11030492.
Halliday, S.J., Wade, A.J., Skeffington, R.A., Neal, C., Reynolds, B., Rowland, P., Neal, M.,
Norris, D., 2012. An analysis of long-term trends, seasonality and short-term dynam-
ics in water quality data from Plynlimon, Wales. Sci. Total Environ. 434, 186–200.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2011.10.052.
Helsel, D.R., 2006. Fabricating data: how substituting values for nondetects can ruin re-
sults, and what can be done about it. Chemosphere 65 (11), 2434–2439. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.chemosphere.2006.04.051.
Hendry, S., 2018. In: University of Dundee (Ed.), Brexit and Water law: Implications for
the UK and Scotland. Centre for Water Law, Policy and Science. Centre for Water
Law, Policy and Science, University of Dundee.
Hiller, E., Tatarková, V., Šimonovičová, A., Bartal’, M., 2012. Sorption, desorption, and deg-
radation of (4-chloro-2-methylphenoxy)acetic acid in representative soils of the Da-
nubian lowland, Slovakia. Chemosphere 87 (5), 437–444. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
chemosphere.2011.12.021.
Hornsby, A.G., Wauchope, R.D., Herner, A.E., 1996. Pesticide Properties in the Environ-
ment. Springer-Verlag New York, Inc., New York, USA.
Hygeia Chemicals Ltd (2017) Hy-MCPA 500.
Jordan, P., Cassidy, R., 2011. Technical note: assessing a 24/7 solution for monitoring
water quality loads in small river catchments. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci. 15 (10),
3093–3100. https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-15-3093-2011.
Köck-Schulmeyer, M., Ginebreda, A., Postigo, C., Garrido, T., Fraile, J., López de Alda, M.,
Barceló, D., 2014. Four-year advanced monitoring program of polar pesticides in
groundwater of Catalonia (NE-Spain). Sci. Total Environ. 470-471, 1087–1098.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.10.079.
Kreuger, J., 1998. Pesticides in stream water within an agricultural catchment in southern
Sweden, 1990–1996. Sci. Total Environ. 216 (3), 227–251. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0048-9697(98)00155-7.
Lavery, M.K., Jess, S., Kirbas, J.M., Isaac, C., Matthews, D., Kelly, T., 2018. Grassland and fod-
der crops in Northern Ireland 2017. Pesticide Usage Survey Report 282, Agri-Food
and Biosciences Institute. Office for National Statistics, Newport, Wales.
Lavery, M.K., Jess, S., Kirbas, J.M., Matthews, D., Kelly, T., 2019. Arable crops in Northern
Ireland 2018. Pesticide Usage Survey Report 288, Agri-Food and Biosciences Institute.
Office for National Statistics, Newport, Wales.
Lindahl, A.M., Kreuger, J., Stenström, J., Gärdenäs, A.I., Alavi, G., Roulier, S., Jarvis, N.J., 2005.
Stochastic modeling of diffuse pesticide losses from a small agricultural catchment.
J. Environ. Qual. 34 (4), 1174–1185. https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2004.0044.
Loos, R., Tavazzi, S., Mariani, G., Suurkuusk, G., Paracchini, B., Umlauf, G., 2017. Analysis of
emerging organic contaminants in water, fish and suspended particulate matter
(SPM) in the joint Danube survey using solid-phase extraction followed by UHPLC-
MS-MS and GC–MS analysis. Sci. Total Environ. 607-608, 1201–1212. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.07.039.
López-Piñeiro, A., Peña, D., Albarrán, Á., Sánchez-Llerena, J., Becerra, D., Fernández, D.,
Gómez, S., 2019. Environmental fate of bensulfuron-methyl and MCPA in aerobic
and anaerobic rice-cropping systems. J. Environ. Manag. 237, 44–53. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.02.058.
P.A. Morton, R. Cassidy, S. Floyd et al. Science of the Total Environment 755 (2021) 142827Lundbergh, I., Kreuger, J., Johnson, A., 1995. Pesticides in SurfaceWaters: A Review of Pes-
ticide Residues in SurfaceWaters in Nordic Countries, Germany, and the Netherlands
and Problems Related to Pesticide Contamination. Council of Europe, Strasbourg.
Mackay, D., Shiu, W.Y., Ma, K.-C. and Lee, S.C. (2006) Handbook of physical–chemical
properties and environmental fate for organic chemicals., pp. 3457-3710, Taylor
and Francis Group, Boca Raton, FL, USA.
McManus, S.-L., Richards, K.G., Grant, J., Mannix, A., Coxon, C.E., 2014. Pesticide occurrence
in groundwater and the physical characteristics in association with these detections
in Ireland. Environ. Monit. Assess. 186 (11), 7819–7836. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10661-014-3970-8.
McManus, S.-L., Coxon, C.E., Mellander, P.-E., Danaher, M., Richards, K.G., 2017.
Hydrogeological characteristics influencing the occurrence of pesticides and pesticide
metabolites in groundwater across the Republic of Ireland. Sci. Total Environ. 601,
594–602. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.05.082.
Morton, P.A., Fennell, C., Cassidy, R., Doody, D., Fenton, O., Mellander, P.E., Jordan, P., 2019.
A Review of the pesticide MCPA in the land-water environment and emerging re-
search Needs. WIREs Water https://doi.org/10.1002/wat2.1402.
Muszyński, P., Brodowska, M.S., Paszko, T., 2020. Occurrence and transformation of
phenoxy acids in aquatic environment and photochemical methods of their removal:
a review. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res., 1–18 https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-019-06510-
2.
NI Water, 2018. Drinking Water Quality Annual Report 2018. Northern Ireland Water,
Belfast, UK.
NRFA (2018) National River Flow Archive Time Series Data. National River Flow Archive
(ed), Centre for Ecology and Hydrology, Natural Environment Research Council, Lan-
caster, UK.
Nufarm UK Limited (2011) MCPA 50.
Nufarm UK Limited (2016) Easel.
OSNI (2020) Aerial Orthoimagery datasets. Land and Property Services (ed), supplied
under the Northern Ireland Mapping Agreement (NIMA), Ordnance Survey Northern
Ireland (OSNI), Belfast, Northern Ireland.
Palma, P., Köck-Schulmeyer, M., Alvarenga, P., Ledo, L., Barbosa, I.R., López de Alda, M.,
Barceló, D., 2014. Risk assessment of pesticides detected in surface water of the
Alqueva reservoir (Guadiana basin, southern of Portugal). Sci. Total Environ. 488-
489, 208–219. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.04.088.
Paszko, T., Muszyński, P., Materska, M., Bojanowska, M., Kostecka, M., Jackowska, I., 2016.
Adsorption and degradation of phenoxyalkanoic acid herbicides in soils: a review.
Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 35 (2), 271–286. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.3212.
R Core Team, 2020. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. R Founda-
tion for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria.
Rawn, D.F.K., Halldorson, T.H.J., Woychuk, R.N., Muir, D.C.G., 1999. Pesticides in the Red
River and its tributaries in southern Manitoba: 1993—95. Water Qual. Res. J. 34 (2),
183–220. https://doi.org/10.2166/wqrj.1999.009.
Ridal, J., Brownlee, B., McKenna, G., Levac, N., 2001. Removal of taste and odour com-
pounds by conventional granular activated carbon filtration. Water Qual. Res. J. 36
(1), 43–54. https://doi/org/10.2166/wqrj.2001.003.
Rippy, M.A., Deletic, A., Black, J., Aryal, R., Lampard, J.-L., Tang, J.Y.-M., McCarthy, D.,
Kolotelo, P., Sidhu, J., Gernjak, W., 2017. Pesticide occurrence and spatio-temporal10variability in urban run-off across Australia. Water Res. 115, 245–255. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.watres.2017.03.010.
Rode, M., Wade, A.J., Cohen, M.J., Hensley, R.T., Bowes, M.J., Kirchner, J.W., Arhonditsis,
G.B., Jordan, P., Kronvang, B., Halliday, S.J., 2016. Sensors in the stream: the high-
frequency wave of the present. Environ. Sci. Technol. 50 (19), 10297–10307.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b02155.
Schreiner, V.C., Szöcs, E., Bhowmik, A.K., Vijver, M.G., Schäfer, R.B., 2016. Pesticide mix-
tures in streams of several European countries and the USA. Sci. Total Environ. 573,
680–689. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.08.163.
Schulte, R., Diamond, J., Finkele, K., Holden, N.M., Brereton, A., 2005. Predicting the soil
moisture conditions of Irish grasslands. Ir. J. Agric. Food Res., 95–110. https://www.
jstor.org/stable/25562535.
Schulte, R.P., O’Sullivan, L., Vrebos, D., Bampa, F., Jones, A., Staes, J., 2019. Demands on
land: mapping competing societal expectations for the functionality of agricultural
soils in Europe. Environ. Sci. Pol. 100, 113–125. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envsci.2019.06.011.
Spycher, S., Mangold, S., Doppler, T., Junghans, M., Wittmer, I., Stamm, C., Singer, H., 2018.
Pesticide risks in small streams—how to get as close as possible to the stress imposed
on aquatic organisms. Environ. Sci. Technol. 52 (8), 4526–4535. https://doi.org/
10.1021/acs.est.8b00077.
Stoate, C., Báldi, A., Beja, P., Boatman, N., Herzon, I., Van Doorn, A., De Snoo, G., Rakosy, L.,
Ramwell, C., 2009. Ecological impacts of early 21st century agricultural change in
Europe–a review. J. Environ. Manag. 91 (1), 22–46. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jenvman.2009.07.005.
Townsend, I., Jones, L., Broom, M., Gravell, A., Schumacher, M., Fones, G.R., Greenwood, R.,
Mills, G.A., 2018. Calibration and application of the Chemcatcher® passive sampler
for monitoring acidic herbicides in the river Exe, UK catchment. Environ. Sci. Pollut.
Res. 25 (25), 25130–25142. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-2556-3.
Ulén, B.M., Larsbo, M., Kreuger, J.K., Svanbäck, A., 2014. Spatial variation in herbicide
leaching from a marine clay soil via subsurface drains. Pest Manag. Sci. 70 (3),
405–414. https://doi.org/10.1002/ps.3574.
US EPA (2004) R.E.D. facts: MCPA. Prevention, pesticides and toxic substances (7508C).
Vink, J.P.M., van der Zee, S.E.A.T.M., 1997. Effect of oxygen status on pesticide transforma-
tion and sorption in undisturbed soil and lake sediment. Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 16
(4), 608–616. https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.5620160402.
Völker, J., Borchardt, D., 2019. In: Schröter, M., Bonn, A., Klotz, S., Seppelt, R., Baessler, C.
(Eds.), Atlas of ecosystem services: drivers, risks, and societal responses. Springer In-
ternational Publishing, Cham, Switzerland, pp. 205–210 (doi:10.1007/978-3-319-
96229-0).
Waite, D., Cessna, A., Grover, R., Kerr, L., Snihura, A., 2002. Environmental concentrations
of agricultural herbicides: 2, 4-D and triallate. J. Environ. Qual. 31 (1), 129–144.
https://doi.org/10.2134/jeq2002.1290.
WHO, 2017. Guidelines for Drinking-Water Quality: Fourth Edition Incorporating the First
Addendum. World Health Organisation, Geneva, Switzerland.
